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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-61 are pending. 



Specification 



2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: "effect data 
transaction" should be -effect data transactions--, on p. 2 line 5. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code, on p. 3 line 8-10. Applicant is required to delete 
the embedded hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 
608.01. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 29 is objected to because of the following informalities: "A system for for" 
should be --A system for-, on line 1 . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 



States. 
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Claims 1-10, 12-32, and 34-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by May et al. (May), U.S. Patent No. 5,809,251. 

As per claim 1 , this is a method version of the claimed system discussed in claim 
29, wherein all claimed limitations also have been addressed below. 

As per claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, May discloses 
based on the collected data, determining whether the item of software can be 
installed on the computer system, and if the item of software cannot, then ending 
execution of the method (col. 1 lines 9-12, "Management information systems (MIS) 
are used to manage computing devices by monitoring and checking inventory, taking 
the current status of machine configurations (i.e. collected data)", and col. 2 lines 17-19, 
"the management information system (analyzes the collected data to determine if an 
item of software can/should be installed)"). 

As per claim 3, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, May discloses 
submitting the collected data to a server (col. 2 lines 16-18, "the management 
information system (MIS) requests (collected data, and it is submitted to the MIS)", and 
col. 1 lines 14-16, "An MIS console ... generally utilizes a desktop management 
interface (DMI) located within ... a server") and receiving an analysis of the collected 
data, wherein the analysis specifies the proper version and the configuration 
options (col. 2 lines 18-20, "(the collected data is analyzed and proper version of 
software to be installed is specified)"). 

As per claims 4 and 5, May also discloses such claimed limitations as addressed 
in claims 3 and 9, respectively. 
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As per claim 6, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, May discloses 
receiving the instruction via one of a wireless network, a local area network, an 
Internet, an intranet, and a wide area network (col. 3 lines 45-50, "interconnection 
may include one, or a combination of, a local area network, a wide area network, the 
internet, the world wide web, a public telephone system, radio frequency 
transmission, a cellular phone system, and so on"). 

As per claim 7, May also discloses such claimed limitations as addressed in 
claim 29, below. 

As per claim 8, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and further, May discloses 
that the method is executed on a server (col. 1 lines 14-16, "An MIS console (which 
executes the method), ... generally utilizes (components that can be executed on a) ... 
server"). 

As per claim 9, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and further, May discloses 
receiving at least one confirmatory message from the at least one software 
installation agent (col. 8 lines 10-12, "(The software installation agent on) the remote 
computer displays a note to the user about the results of the action"). 

As per claim 10, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and further, May 
discloses receiving the instruction from a remote computing device via the 
network (col. 1 lines 64-65, "an MIS has been used effectively to manage PCs and 
servers interconnected by a ... network", and computers connected in a network send 
and receive instructions with each other). 
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As per claim 12, May also discloses such claimed limitations as addressed in 
claim 6, above. 

As per claim 13, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and further, May 
discloses based on the user input, choosing software installation/configuration 
options, (col. 10 lines 2-3, "(software installation/configuration options) can be ... 
(changed) by a user). 

As per claim 14, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and further, May 
discloses transmitting the at least one software installation agent to the at least 
one computer system to be installed by a user (col. 1 lines 15-16, "a desktop 
management interface (which contains agent(s) is) located within each PC or server", 
and since the PC's and servers are connected in a network, they may transmit agents 
amongst themselves). 

As per claim 1 5, this is a product version of the claimed system discussed in 
claim 29, wherein all claimed limitations also have been addressed below and such a 
product is deemed to be inherent in the May remote software installation system, 
otherwise it would be inoperative. 

As per claims 16-28, May also discloses such claimed limitations as addressed 
in claims 2-14 above, respectively. 

As per claim 29, May discloses a network; a server connected to the 
network; a client computer connected to the network; and at least one target 
computer connected to the network (col. 1 lines 64-65, "an MIS has been used 
effectively to manage PCs and servers interconnected by a ... network"), wherein each 
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of the at least one target computer executes a software installation agent, (col. 1 
lines 15-16, "a desktop management interface (which contains agent(s) is) located 
within each PC"), wherein the client computer submits a request to the server, 
responsive to receiving the request the server schedules an appropriate time to 
install an item of software (col. 1 lines 34-35, "(client computers send requests to 
servers)", and col. 2 lines 8-9, "(the server schedules) remote installation of ... software 
... into a remote computer"), at the appropriate time the server notifies the software 
installation agent on each of the at least one target computer that the item of 
software is to be installed, the software agent on each of the at least one target 
computer collects data about the at least one target computer to make a 
determination if and how the item of software can be installed and configured 
(col. 2 lines 15-18, "(at the appropriate time), the management information system (uses 
agents to collect data about the target computer to determine what software should be 
installed)"), based on the determination the software installation agent on each of 
the at least one target computer downloads, installs, and configures the item of 
software on each of the at least one target computer (col. 2 lines 8-10, "(based on 
the analysis of the collected data), remote installation of ... software is (downloaded, 
installed, and configured on a target computer)"). 

As per claims 30-32, May discloses such claimed limitations as addressed in 
claims 6, 3 and 29 above, respectively. 

As per claim 34, this is an apparatus version of the claimed system discussed in 
claim 29, wherein all claimed limitations also have been addressed above and such an 
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apparatus is deemed to be inherent in the May remote software installation system, 
otherwise, it would be inoperative. 

As per claims 35-39, May also discloses such claimed limitations as addressed in 
claims 2-6. 

As per claim 40, this is an apparatus version of the claimed system discussed in 
claim 29, wherein all claimed limitations also have been addressed above and such an 
apparatus is deemed to be inherent in the May remote software installation system, 
otherwise, it would be inoperative. 

As per claim 41-47, May also discloses such claimed limitations as addressed in 
claims 8-14. 

As per claim 48, this is another system version of the claimed system discussed 
in claim 29, wherein all claimed limitations also have been addressed above and such 
an apparatus is deemed to be inherent in the May remote software installation system, 
otherwise, it would be inoperative. 

As per claim 49-53, May also discloses such claimed limitations as addressed in 
claims 2-6. 

As per claim 54, this is another system version of the claimed system discussed 
in claim 29, wherein all claimed limitations also have been addressed above and such 
an apparatus is deemed to be inherent in the May remote software installation system, 
otherwise, it would be inoperative. 

As per claim 55-61, May also discloses such claimed limitations as addressed in 
claims 8-14. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 11 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over May et al. (May), U.S. Patent No. 5,809,251 in view of applicants admitted prior art 
(AAPA). 

As per claim 1 1, the rejection of claim 10 is incorporated and further, May doesn't 
explicitly disclose receiving the instructions through a Hyper-Text Markup 
Language (HTML) interface. 

However, AAPA, in an analogous environment, discloses receiving the 
instructions through a Hyper-Text Markup Language (HTML) interface (p. 2 lines 
16-17, "Retrieval of information on the web is generally accomplished with an HTML- 
compatible browser"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to incorporate the teachings of AAPA into the system 
of May to allow the transferring of instructions using HTML. The modification would 
have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would want guarantee that 
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any browser can communicate with any web server on the World Wide Web, by using 
standard HTML syntax and the standard communications protocol, HTTP (AAPA, p. 3 
lines 3-5). 

As per claim 33, the rejection of claim 29 is incorporated and further, May doesn't 
explicitly disclose submitting requests using a HyperText Transfer Protocol (HTTP). 

However, AAPA, in an analogous environment, discloses submitting requests 
using a HyperText Transfer Protocol (HTTP) (p. 2 lines 24-25, "The browser then 
issues a hypertext transfer protocol (HTTP) request"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to incorporate the teachings of AAPA into the system 
of May to allow the transferring of instructions using HTML. The modification would 
have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would want guarantee that 
any browser can communicate with any web server on the World Wide Web, by using 
standard HTML syntax and the standard communications protocol, HTTP (AAPA, p. 3 
lines 3-5). 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andre R. Fowlkes whose telephone number is (703)305- 
8889. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00am-4:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (703)305-4552. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



ARF 




